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I. Basis of the report 



With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
pn the international application as originally filed 

I I the description: 

pages ^ ^ 

pages ^ , 

pages ^ 



, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 



, filed with the letter of 



□ 



the claims: 
pages 



pages 



, as originally filed 
, as amended (together with any statment) under Article 19 
, filed with the demand 



filed with the letter of 



I I the drawings: 

pages 

pages 

pages 



, as originally filed 
, filed with the demand 



.filed with the letter of 



I I the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages - 

pages , — - 

pages , - 



, as originally filed 

, filed with the demand 



_^filed with the letter of 



With regard to the language, all the elements maiiced above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language m which 
the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language ^ ^whichis 

I I the language of a translation furaidied for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 
I I the language of publication of the international ^plication(under Rule 48.3(b)). 

1—1 the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination(under Rules 55.2 and/ 
' or 55.3). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international 
preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 
I [ contained inliie international application in written form. 

filed together with the international application in computer readable form, 
furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form, 
furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form 

The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disc losure m the 
international applicationas as filed has been furinshed. 

The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 
been furnished. 



□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 



4 1^ The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

the description, pages 

I I the claims, Nos. ^ 

I I thedrawkigs, sheet 



Q This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to 
go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box(Rule 70.2(c)).** 

* Replacemera sheets which have been fiirnishedto the receiving Office in response to an imitation under Article 14 are referred to 
in this opinion as "originalfyfiled" and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70 J 6 
and70J7). 

♦* Arty replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item I and annexed to this report 
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m. Non-eslabHshment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non obvious), or to be 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 
I I the entire international application, 

^ claims Nos. 15-43 ^ . , 



because: 



0 



15-43 



the said international application, or the said claims Nos. 

relate to the following subject matter which does not require an international preliminary examination (^eciM 
The subject-matter of claims 15-43 does not require an international preliminary examination with respect to 
industrial applicability as it is directed to a method for treatment of the human or animal body by therapy (PCT 
Article 34(4)(a)( i ), Rule 67.1(iv)). 



□ thedescription, clauns or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 
are so unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 



[-1 the claims, or said claims Nos. ?re so inadequately supported 

' — ' by the description that no meaningful opinion could be formed. 

I I no international search report has been established for said claims Nos. 



2. A meaningful intemational preliminary acamination cannot be carried out due to the failure of tiie nucleotide and/or amino acid 
sequence listmg to comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 

I I the written form has not been fimiished or does not comply with the standard. 

j j the computer readable form has not been fumished or does not comply with the standard. 
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IV.Lack of unity of invention 



In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 

I I restricted the claims. 

[ paid additional fees. 

I I paid additional fees under protest 

I I neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

□ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, accordmg to Rule 68.1. not 
to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees: 



This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention m accordance with Rules 13.1. 13.2 and 13.3 is 

I I complied with. 

not complied with for the following reasons: 
Claims 1-8 and 46 concern a pharmaceutical composition comprising an extract of 
Liriopsis tuber for protecting brain cells or improving memory. Claims 9-11 
concern a foodstuff comprising the composition according to claim 1. Claims 12-14 
concern a beverage comprising the composition according to claim 1. The 
independant claim 44 and 45 concerns the use of an extract of Liriopsis tuber for 
the preparation of a medicament for preventing or treating neurodegenerative 
diseases and dementia, respectively. 

Although claims 1-14 and 44-46 are relevant to the composition comprising the 
same active ingredient, there is no technical relationship among a pharmaceutical 
composition, foodstuff and beverage, and among neurodegenerative diseases, 
dementia and memory. 

Hence, the application contains the following separate groups of inventions not so 
linked as to form a single general inventive concept (PCT Rule 13.1) : 



i ) Claims 1-8 and 46 

ii) Claims 9-11 

iii) Claims 12-14 

iv) Claim 44 
V ) Claim 45 



4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of mtemational prelunmaiy examination in 
establishing this report: 
\ I all parts. 

the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-14,44-46 



Form PCT/TPR A/409 fBox m Hulv 1998^ 



^^^^ 

# 

imERNATIONAL PRElIMmARY EXAMINATION 


"^^11^^01 aplication No. 
PCT/KK2003/000598 


V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial appUeabOHy; 


citatioiis and cxplananons supporung sucn »uiftviuvui. 




1. Statement 




Novelty (N) Claims 1-14, 44-46 


YES 




NO 


Claims . 


1-14 44-46 

Inventive step (IS) Claims ! 


YES 


Claims 


NO 


1-14 44-46 


YES 


Industrial applicability (lA) Claims , — 2 


NO 




2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7) 




The present invention relates to a composition comprising an extract of Liriopsis tuber for 


protecting brain cells or improving memory. 




The following documents have been considered for the purpose of this report : 


Dl = KR 2001-0110284 A (12. 12. 2001) 




D2 = KR 2001-0073614 A (01. 08. 2001) 




Dl discloses a beverage comprising an extract of Liriopsis tuber which has hypoglycemic. 


anti- inflammatory, anti- cancer and anti-glycosuria activity. 




D2 discloses a wine comprising Liriopsis tuber. 




Even though Dl and D2 are relevant to the present invention, none of them teach or 


fairly suggest the usefulness of Liriopsis tuber for 


preventing and treating 


neurodegenerative diseases caused by brain cell damage and for improving memory. 


As a consequence, claims 1-14 and 44-46 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 


33(2)-(4). 
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